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Simi Valley, City of ThousandOaks,and SWRCB/OCCFile A-1578 (ThousandOaks)

g Camarillo SanitaryDistrict for Reviewof SWRCB/OCCFile A-1579 (Simi Valley)
ActionandFailureto Act by. Los Angeles [RelatedPetition: SWRCB/OCCFile A-1474]

9 RegionalWaterQuality ControlBoard.
STIPULATION FORFURTHERORDER

10 ___________________________________ ISSUINGSTAY

11
RECITALS

12
1. OnOctober17, 2002,the StateWaterResourcesControl Board(SWRCB)adopted

13
OrderNo. WQO 2002-0017.The Orderapprovedthe “Stipulation for OrderIssuingStaywith

14
Conditions”enteredinto by the Citiesof Simi Valley andThousandOaks,Camarillo Sanitary

15

16 District, CamrosaWaterDistrict andVenturaCountyWaterWorks DistrictNo. 1 andthe
CaliforniaRegionalWaterQuality ControlBoard,Los AngelesRegion(RegionalBoard),

17

1 stayingchlorideeffluent limitationscontainedin WDRsissuedto thefive publicly owned
treatmentworks. The partiesstipulatedto a modificationof OrderNo. WQO 2002-0017 on

19
March 31, 2003.

20
2. On July 7, 2003,the Citiesof Sirni Valley andThousandOaks,andtheCamarillo

21

22 SanitaryDistrict (collectively“Petitioners”),pursuantto WaterCodesection13320,filed

23 petitionsfor reviewwith the SWRCBof, amongotherthings, theneweffluent limitations for
chloridecontainedin ordersadoptedby theRegionalBoardon June5, 2003. Petitionersfurther

24

25 requestedthat the SWRCBissueastayof suchlimitations.
3. The new effluentlimitations for chloride in the permitsandaccompanyingtime

26
scheduleorderspertainingto chloride wereproposedandadoptedafterreceiptof anobjection

27
from the UnitedStatesEnvironmentalProtectionAgencyRegionIX (“U.S. EPA”) to the draft

28
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I,

1 ordersthat wereconsistentwith the stayissuedin WQO 2002-017.U.S. EPA contendedthatthe

2 final ordersmustincludeeffluentlimitations for chlorideconsistentwith wasteloadallocations

3 (WLA) containedin aTotal MaximumDaily Load (TMDL) for chloridepromulgatedby

4 U.S. EPA on March 2, 2002. The TMDL was basedupon awaterquality objectivefor chloride

5 of 150 mg/l.

6 4. Petitionerscontend,amongotherthings,thattheRegionalBoardimproperly

7 includedthe numericeffluent limitationsfor chloridein theorders. The basesof Petitioners’

8 objectionsarearticulatedin theirrespectivepetitions. ThePetitionersaskthatthe SWRCBstay

9 the chlorideeffluent limitations consistentwith Order.WQO 2002-0017.

10 5. Petitionersallegetheywill incursubstantialharmif the effluentlimitations for

11 chloridearenot stayed. Petitionerscontendthat,absentastay, theymust immediatelyinitiate

12 planningandconstructionof expensivereverseosmosisfacilities in orderto comply with the

13 effluentlimitations.

14 6. Thepartiesagreethatthepublicwill not incursubstantialharmif astayis granted.

15 7. TheRegionalBoardandthePetitionersagreeupontheneedto furtherconsider

16 waterquality standardsfor chlorideandalternateapproachesto chloride regulationin the

17 CalleguasCreekwatershed.In this regard,.Petitionershavesubmittedto the RegionalBoarda

18 work planfor salts in the CalleguasCreekwatershedto supportdeterminationsof beneficial

19 uses,waterquality objectives,anddevelopmentof TMDLs asnecessary.The ExecutiveOfficer

20 of theRegionalBoardapprovedsuchwork planby letterof July 3, 2003,andactivitiesin

21 furtheranceof the work planare in progress.

22 8. TheRegionalBoardandthePetitioners,consideringthehistoryof chloride

23 regulationin the CalleguasCreekwatershed,‘the existingstayin effectpursuantto WQO 2002-

24 0017,the incorporationof chlorideeffluentlimitations into thevariousRegionalBoardorders

25 that arethe subjectof thepetitions,andthe intentto constructivelyaddresschlorideregulationin

26 the CalleguasCreekwatershedandto amicablyresolveissuesraisedin the petitions,haveagreed

27 to stipulateto astayorderby the SWRCBasprovidedbelow.
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1 STIPULATION

2 1. Thepartiesstipulatethattheentryof a stayon the termsarid conditionsin

3 Paragraph2 belowis appropriateandin thepublic interest.Thisstipulationshallnot, however,

4 constituteor beconstruedas an admissionon any issueof law or fact relevantto the final

5 dispositionof thepetitions.

6 2. Thepartiesstipulateto theentryof anOrderby theSWRCB providingas follows:

7 “(a) effectiveJuly 25, 2003,thefollowing final effluent limitations arestayed

8 consistentwith WQO 2002-0017,as modifiedby the March31,2003 stipulationof theparties:

9 “(i) Final effluentlimitations for chloridecontainedin SectionI, Discharge

10 RequirementsA, “Effluent Limitations” 2.a. of OrderNo. R4-2003-0081 (NPDES

11 No. CA0055221)of theLosAngelesRegionalWaterQuality Control Board;

12 “(ii) Final effluent limitations for chloridecontainedin SectionI, Discharge

13 RequirementsA, “Effluent Limitations” 2.a. of Ordei~No. R4-2003-0079(NPDES

14 No. CA0053597)of theLosAngelesRegionalWaterQuality ControlBoard;

15 “(iii) Finaleffluentlimitations for chloridecontainedin SectionI, Discharge

16 RequirementsA, “Effluent Limitations” 2.a. of OrderNo. R4-2003-0083(NPDES

17 No. CA0056294)of the Los AngelesRegionalWaterQuality Control Board;”and

18 “(b) effectiveJune5, 2003,theprovisionsof TimeScheduleOrderNos.R4-2003-0082,

19 No. R4-2003-0080,and No. R4-2003-0084pertainingto compliancewithchlorideeffluent

20 limitations are stayed.”

21 “(c) The petitionsfiled on July 7, 2003,denominatedSWRCB/OCCFiles A-1577,

22 A-1578,andA-1579,will beheld in abeyancepursuantto Section2050.5(d)of Title 23,

23 Division 3, Chapter6 of theCalifornia Codeof Regulationsfor aperiodof threeyearsfromthe

24 dateof actionby the SWRCBapprovingthe Stipulationfor FurtherOrderIssuingStay,subject

25 to theright of Petitionersto reactivatethe petitionsin wholeor in part,or subjectto any

26 stipulatedextensionof the abeyanceperiod.Theparties,andthe partiesto thePetition

27 denominated0CC File A-1474, furtherstipulatethat thePetitionunder0CCFile A-1474shall

28 remainin abeyancefor aperiod of threeyearsfrom the dateof actionby the SWRCBapproving
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theStipulationfor FurtherOrderIssuingStay,subjectto therightof thePetitionersto reactivate

thePetition.”

“(d) TheRegionalBoardmayrequestthat theStateBoarddissolvethis stipulatedstay.

Uponreceivingsucha requestto dissolvethe stay,the StateBoardshallreactivatePetitioners’

petitionsasrelatedto chlorideandmotion for stay. Uponreceiptof therequestto dissolvethe

stay,the StateBoardwill, after consultationwith theparties,establisha schedulefor briefing

and,if appropriate,ahearing,with respectto whetherafurtherstayshouldissue. Undersuch

circumstances,the dissolutionof stayissuedby this Orderupon the parties’Stipulationshallbe

coincidentwith the StateBoard’sruling on Petitioners’motionfor stayandsuchdissolutionwill

be effectiveprospectivelyonly.”
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY

CONTROLBOARD, LOS ANGELES REGION

ByDATE: ______________

DATE: ~‘ .

DATE: &4& q1 ~Z.t~t

DATE: 6P (~ ~

DennisDickerson,ExecutiveOfficer

DOWNEYBRAND LLP

By ~ ~/~ttd~ ~
MelissaThorme ‘I
Attorneysfor PetitionersCamarillo
SanitaryDistrict, City of ThousandOaks,
andCity of Simi Valley

ARNOLD,.BLEUEL, LAROCHELLE,
MATHEWS & ZIRBEL

By ~ ~ {v~
Mark Zirbel
Attorneysfor City of ThousandOaks

SOMACH, SIMMONS & DUNN
1

By f4LLLO W
Ro’bertaL. Larson
Attorneys for Petitionersin
SWRCB/OCCFile No. A-1474
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1 the Stipulation for FurtherOrderIssuingStay,subjectto the right of thePetitionersto reactivate

2 thePetition.”

3 “(d) TheRegionalBoardmayrequestthattheStateBoarddissolvethis stipulatedstay.

4 Upon receivingsucha requestto dissolvethe stay,theStateBoardshall reactivatePetitioners’

s petitionsasrelatedto chlorideandmotionfor stay. Upon receiptof therequestto dissolvethe

6 stay,the StateBoardwill, afterconsultationwith theparties,establisha schedulefor briefing

7 and,if appropriate,a hearing,with respectto whetherafurtherstayshouldissue. Undersuch

8 circumstances,the dissolutionof stayissuedby this Orderupontheparties’ Stipulationshall be

9 coincidentwith the StateBoard’sruling on Petitioners’motion for stayandsuchdissolutionwill•

10 be effectiveprospectivelyonly.”
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY

11 CONTROLBOARD, LOS ANGELES REGION

12. DATE: ~Lc~ Ig ~ ~ /

(

13 DennisDickerson,ExecutiveOfficer

14
DOWNEYBRAND LLP

15

16 DATE: __________________ By

17 MelissaThorme
Attorneysfor PetitionersCamarillo

18 SanitaryDistrict, City of ThousandOaks,
andCity of Sirni Valley

19
20 ARNOLD, BLEUEL, LAROCHELLE,

MATHEWS & ZIRBEL

21

22 DATE: _________________ By
Mark Zirbel

23 Attorneysfor City of ThousandOaks

24 SOMACH, SIMMONS& DUNN

25

26 DATE: ________________ By________________________________
RobertaL. Larson

27 Attorneysfor Petitionersin
SWRCB/OCCFile No. A-1474
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